The paper proceeds in three stages. The first section discusses what the EU's values are, and how the EU's mission as a promoter of these values in the legal context has intensified with the adoption of the Lisbon Treaty. Secondly, the paper looks at the normative framework to understand the EU's function as a promoter of values in the transnationaland increasingly global-setting. In doing so, the article focuses on the EU's "missionary" principle as stipulated in Article 3 (5) TEU, specifically, the EU's tendency to promote its values not only within, but also outside of, Europe. Thirdly, the paper considers the viability of the EU becoming a successful actor in the global sphere. In doing so, the paper focuses on the protection of the environment through ETS, and the question of EU security regulation. These two areas represent important elements of what could arguably be referred to as global constitutionalism. Hence, the paper will discuss not only the EU global concern for the protection of the environment, as demonstrated in the recent ETS case, but will also look to the governance of the internal/external security in the EU, as an example of where the EU would benefit from a less global, and more integrative upholding of the rule of law approach. EU as Promoter of Values
B. The Plethora of EU Values: The Legal Framework
The notion of shared values has made a remarkable journey in the EU. The identification of common values and the recognition of the need for such values has been a reoccurring European theme ever since the enlightenment, a time where the move towards a more humane system, particularly with regard to the national criminal law justice system, emerged in Europe. 5 Several centuries later, the conception of a "normative European power," although contested, has become an increasingly popular starting point in the discussion of the EU's involvement in external relations and foreign policy issues through which Europe's global position is often understood. 6 Clearly, the EU's mission to spread its values is no longer a side-effect of the EU free movement mission, in general in terms of EU spill over into national law, but has evolved into a freestanding desire to promote the Treaty promises of democracy, human rights, equality, and sustainable development. 7 Of course, the Council of Europe and the European Convention on Human Rights has largely influenced the EU's commitment to certain values, and has helped the EU shape its human rights agenda. 8 When trying to pin down what values the EU should safeguard, the starting point is obviously the Lisbon Treaty, and the legal definitions provided by the Treaty. Article 2 TEU reminds us that the Union is founded on the values of respect for human dignity, freedom, democracy, equality, the rule of law and respect for human rights, including the rights of persons belonging to minorities. 9 In addition, Article 3 TEU makes it clear that not only shall the Union aim to promote the well-being of its peoples, but it shall also offer its citizens an area of freedom, security, and justice. 10 Of particular importance in understanding how the EU promotes its values is, however, Article 3(5) TEU-which has 5 For example, the questioning of the legitimacy of the death penalty dawned in the context of the Enlightenment, at the end of the 18th century. See 9 See TEU, supra note 7.
10 Moreover, Article 6 of the TEU stipulates that the Union recognizes the rights, freedoms, and principles set out in the Charter of Fundamental Rights. It is also stated that the Union shall accede to the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) (which is underway). See TEU, supra note 7, at art. 6.
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According to this Article, in its relations with the wider world, the Union shall uphold and promote its values and interests and contribute to the protection of its citizens. It also states that the EU shall uphold strict observance of, in addition to development of, international law, including respect for the principles of the United Nations Charter. This promise is reiterated in Article 21(1) TEU that stipulates, inter alia, that the Union's action on the international scene shall be guided by the principles that have inspired its own creation. However, the EU's mission does not stop there: it also seeks to ensure good global governance (21)(2)(h) TEU.
Notably, Article 21 TEU refers to certain principles of paramount importance to the EU's relationship with the rest of the world while Articles 2 and 3 TEU simply refer to "values" that are part of the objectives of the EU. Nonetheless, rather than seeing this dichotomy as an inconsistent use of values and principles, Article 2 and Article 21 TEU should be seen as interchangeable. 12 Moreover, it should perhaps be observed that there is a similar distinction between values in terms of rights and principles in the Charter of Fundamental Rights, which distinguishes between the indivisible universal values (human dignity, freedom, equality, and solidarity) and, for example, the principles of democracy and the rule of law.
13 After all, both values and principles certainty express and represent a certain normative value or claim.
14 And, the EU promotes these aspirations, not only internally, but also externally. However, interestingly, although the EU's remit of competence is far more extensive domestically than internationally; the EU and its Member States have been unwilling to treat respect for human rights with the same cross-cutting concern internally as they have in their external policies. The Copenhagen criteria in 1993 emphasized democracy and adequate protection of human rights as the number one benchmark for EU membership. 17 The question of the function of the EU as a driver for change and a promoter of human rights in candidate countries has had a great impact on the EU law of enlargement and, as such, is doubtless of the utmost importance and well-explored. 18 Yet the present article focuses on a slightly different angle, namely, that of the constitutional implications of the reference to values. Indeed, it appears as if the debate on the role of the EU as a promoter of values on the global scale is deeply connected to the broader debate on the allocation of competence in EU law. Hence, it could easily be concluded that values, just like the realm of EU competences, are being expanded, with the exception of the occasional touchstone of subsidiarity inspired reasoning in the Court, and this requires careful consideration from the perspective of the proper monitoring of EU competences.
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In addition, the Court of Justice has, of course, been an active player early on with regard to which values the EU should promote. 20 This is particularly the case in the intersection of international law and EU constitutional law, where the loyalty principle has played a crucial role in ensuring the survival of the Union project on the margins of Europe by insisting on a united face to the rest of the world. 21 For example, in the judgment of Commission v. Sweden, 22 the Court of Justice held that where the subject matter of a convention falls partly within the competence of the EU and partly within that of the Member States, it is imperative to ensure close cooperation between the Member States and the EU 16 Cremona, supra note 12. See also Europe and the Challenge of Enlargement, 3 E.C. BULL., no. 92, at 11 (1992). 17 The criteria set out by Copenhagen stipulated that "The EU combines geographical, historical, and cultural elements which all contribute to European identity. The shared experience of proximity, ideas, values, and historical interaction cannot be condensed into a simple formula and is subject to review by each succeeding generation."
See 
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In somewhat simplified terms, EU values operate at a dual level: The EU accepts that some national values are European values, but as stated in Article 4(2) TEU (the national identity clause), national values can also form part of a national identity and then are no longer "European." In addition, national security is a national value in that it remains the sole responsibility of the Member States: Article 4(2) TEU. The mixed compote of supranational values and retained national sovereignty in particular areas and dimensions is highly complex. In any case, it seems quite obvious that the general principles of EU law are manifestations of values. After all, the most fundamental of all EU law principles, the rule of law, is an expression of democratic values. 24 Indeed, it appears as if the rule of law-Article 2 of the TEU-constitutes the main constitutional compass in EU law when spreading the EU's values. The Kadi I case offers a well-known example of where the EU placed EU law values at the center of the discussion by stressing the importance of the autonomous legal order of the EU. 25 In doing so, the Court emphasized the significance of an EU that not only respects fundamental rights, but also actively safeguards them in a legal order based on the rule of law and respect for due process rights.
26
With regards to the EU's perception in the outside world, it is clear that the abolition of the death penalty has become one of the most visible and respected elements of the EU's human rights policy globally. 27 As Manners so famously pointed out in 2002:
In the past decade the EU has helped accelerate an abolitionist movement and that the concept of normative power is an attempt to suggest that not only is the EU constructed on a normative basis but importantly that this prompts it to act in a normative way in world politics. 
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Therefore, according to the same commentator, one could dismiss the accusation that the EU's norms are really cultural imperialism. The reason for this, according to Manners, is that the EU often finds itself at odds with the United States and Japan. 29 As will be discussed below, it seems as if this approach has now changed with regard to not only the protection of the environment, as demonstrated in the above mentioned ETS ruling, 30 but also with regard to security governance, where the shockwaves set by the events of 11 September 2001 still have important repercussions for how the EU has dealt, and continues to deal, with security governance.
Yet, the EU's stand against the death penalty is not the only example of the EU as a promoter of values. For example, development cooperation was introduced with the Maastricht Treaty and represented one of the first cases of unilateral EU action abroad.
31
After all, the Laeken declaration discussed the EU's future as a promoter of values beyond the EU borders. 32 It is worth repeating the famous lines asked by Laeken:
What is Europe's role in this changed world? Does Europe not, now that is finally unified, have a leading role to play in a new world order, that of a power able both to play a stabilising role worldwide and to point the way ahead for many countries and peoples? 33 Nevertheless, it could perhaps be argued that the EU would need to model itself on the utopia that it seeks to project on the rest of the world to ensure greater coherence within the EU itself. 34 The commitment to consistency between the EU's pursuit of justice, both within its borders and beyond, is often considered a paramount concern in the European process. 29 Manners, supra note 3, at 235. 30 See Air Transp., supra note 4. [Vol. 13 No. 11 1232 G e r m a n L a w J o u r n a l
According to some scholars, the EU's credibility rests on what it can do unilaterally, by seeking greater consistency between internal practices and proclaimed external objectives, where the need for consistency is coupled with the quest for solidarity. 35 The Lisbon Treaty tries to follow this path by singling out consistency as the guiding principle for EU action abroad and at home. Hence, it should be recalled that Article 7 of the Treaty of the Functioning of the EU (TFEU) stipulates that the EU "shall ensure consistency between its policies and activities, taking all of its objectives into account and in accordance with the principle of conferral of powers." In the same vein, Article 13(1) TEU provides that the EU's institutional framework "shall aim to promote its values, advance its objectives, serve its interests, those of its citizens and those of the Member States, and ensure the consistency, effectiveness and continuity of its policies and actions." A closer look at Articles 7 TFEU and 13 TEU suggests that, not only is consistency an important way of ensuring that the EU is acting intra vires, but consistency also acts as a significant aid in the drafting and negotiation of EU legislative proposals.
36 Therefore, consistency of EU action is as important internally as externally. Moreover, Article 222 TFEU makes it clear that the EU and its Member States shall act jointly in a spirit of solidarity if a Member State is the object of a terrorist attack or the victim of a natural or manmade disaster. Article 222 TFEU does not, however, say anything about solidarity on a global scale.
In what follows, the paper endeavors to briefly map the theoretical framework for how to understand the EU's values in a global context. And yet, the question of whether the EU should "go global" is obviously more political than legal. Regardless, the normative implications of global EU action has broader consequences for the future, pertaining to questions of legitimacy in the EU and the function of law in this European (global project) process. 37 The next section will look at the different manifestations of EU values in the constitutional context. It explores how global law is linked to not only the external dimension of EU law but also to the core of the EU constitutional narrative. 35 Much of EU involvement at the global level is related to the more general aim of ensuring good global governance as stipulated in Article 21 TEU. "Good governance" in the present paper is not taken as traditional administrative practice but rather seen as an overarching principle for understanding European governance. 38 As such, it is associated with the rule of law and competence distribution. Still, at the macro level, the discussion also concerns how one sees Europe, i.e. the level of supranational features (and intergovernmental aspects) at stake. In MacCormick terminology, Europe has been described as a commonwealth that marked post-sovereign Europe.
39
Others have described the EU project as European Empire. 40 Without going into the deeper question of the characterization of Europe, it is clear that the discussion takes place "beyond" the nation state, and it concerns research into the process and actors in post national society. 41 Therefore, the more general debate on European constitutional law beyond the nation state not only asks some difficult questions of what EU supranationalism or post national law really means, but also unavoidably prompts the question of the identity of EU law when discussed in the global setting.
I. Beyond Europe: "Global Law" as the New Lingua Franca
Using the word "global" is increasingly fashionable in EU legal circles. Perhaps it poses questions about what is meant by the "new world order" when applied to the EU. 42 Thus, to use the cliché: Invoking the word "global" is like opening Pandora 's Box of legal concepts. As pointed out by Somek, the notion of "global law" sweeps so broadly that it is difficult to know exactly what referring to it means. [Vol. 13 No. 11 1234 G e r m a n L a w J o u r n a l Indeed, there are several well-observed problems with applying the concept of global governance 44 to the EU context; the most frequent critique is the lack of accountability and the limited legitimacy of global governance. 45 However, just as the concept of constitutionalization appears to be a process in the EU integration discourse, 46 so too does the globalization phenomenon in the EU seem to be a process with no clear destination. 47 This is not unique to global law and its interaction with the EU legal sphere. Already, Pernice's theory of "Multilevel constitutionalism" depicts an ongoing process for the establishment of new structures of governance complementary to, and building uponwhile also changing-existing forms of self-organization of people or society. 48 There is a great debate on the different interpretations of constitutionalism and pluralism in contemporary EU law with the latter aiming to address concerns of those who believe that the time is here to recognize diversity without the need of a static, one size fits all model.
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In this context it is appropriate to mention a further strand of EU constitutionalism somewhat related to pluralism, namely, what has been referred to as "cosmopolitan law"-inspired by the works of Immanual Kant. 50 According to the cosmopolitan view advocated by Eleftheriadis, the EU should confine itself to "eternal" peace. 51 Viewing the EU through this lens would mean that we move as far away from federal models as possible and limit the EU to what Europe needs: maintaining harmony. Other scholars, such as most prominently Kumm and Stone-Sweet, argue that there is a lot more to the concept of cosmopolitan law than that of maintaining peace in that a cosmopolitan legal 44 Interestingly, the already famous EU White paper on European governance stressed the virtue of global governance by stating that the Commission looks beyond Europe and thus contributes to the debate on global governance. In achieving these results, the White paper singled out the, by now famous, requirements of openness, participation, accountability, effectiveness, and coherence as guiding principles. order presupposes that fundamental rights are respected with regard to every person in a given territory regardless of their nationality or citizenship, and where the 'categorical imperative' becomes the golden thread or norm. 52 In legal practical terms, insisting on and applying a universal human rights standard based on the right to justification of decisions and a strict balancing of interest in national courts, then helps achieving a cosmopolitan order. In any case, the popular concept of pluralism also stresses the notion of non-conflict as the key to a successful relationship between different legal orders where the primary notion is finding a balance. 53 It could be argued that both these views are reflected in decentralized approaches -that the EU should not do more than is needed at the supranational level (but at the same time do enough to make sure that fundamental rights are protected). Hence, it could be argued that pluralism is also Kantian, just like cosmopolitan law, in the way it (if using a bit of imagination) accepts that there can be multiple "legal times" and that different courts refer to different jurisdictions.
54
Whichever interpretation is chosen with regards to the conception of the EU constitutional dialogue and multi-level Europe, 55 it is instructive in that it tells us that the search for the right constitutional lens is an ongoing process. More crucially, it could help us conceptualize the framework for how to understand the EU from a global perspective. As observed by Zumbansen, "'Constitution,' then, becomes an anchoring point and reference perspective for the collision of existing and emerging legal semantics" where global constitutionalism comprises just one layer. G e r m a n L a w J o u r n a l Moreover, it was recently suggested that constitutionalism, as an idea, sits at the intersection of law and politics, and it is for this reason that when issues emerge at a global level, the notion of "global constitutionalism" becomes relevant. 57 In the EU context we are therefore confronted with an additional layer of complexity. 58 Not only does it concern the debate on whether the EU should expand its values into the global sphere, 59 but also to what extent the EU internal discourse is readily transferable to the external area. Can we use the EU model with global law, 60 or would it be as inappropriate as imposing the state model on the EU when debating the democratic deficit question? 61 While this issue remains largely unanswered, and while this piece can do no more than point at the importance of highlighting these issues, this paper stresses the need for an awareness of not only the need for improved legitimacy in mainstream EU law but also how to stretch it to the global field. And yet, if EU constitutionalism is in a constant state of flux, and its interaction with the global sphere is a moving target, then, it seems as if the interesting debate lies elsewhere. Arguably, such a debate concerns the legitimacy of EU action in the global arena. After all, it could be said that the different strands of EU constitutionalism all strive to achieve the same result, a proper transnational balance with the aim of ensuring good multilevel governance in a broad sense. This, in turn, poses perhaps the crucial question: To what extent do we really need the concept of global law at all, and what can it add to the debate on EU values? Consequently, the question is how EU law on the global scale is reconcilable with subsidiarity. In other words, can there be global law while taking into account subsidiarity?
II. Global Subsidiarity?
Subsidiarity has been in the limelight for a long time and, as such, appears to be a timeless concept. The contention is that, although it could be argued that the principle of subsidiary applies to the EU and its Member States only, and not to the EU in its relationship with the rest of the world, it would be wise of the EU to remain local (in some areas). 57 See Wiener, Lang, Tully, Maduro & Kumm, supra note 1. 58 Wiener, supra note 1. 59 The EU is a new legal order according to its Court of Justice, 63 but how can this order be extended to the external realm? Plurality plays a further role here where it is seen as a strengthening mechanism for the EU's legitimacy rather than a weakness of the EU's overall political legitimacy. Nonetheless, the familiar accountability lacuna and the lack of representation in EU decision making are central to the debate on the desirability of global law as well as the need for increased legitimacy as noted above.
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These are huge questions and this paper can do no more than note their existence.
In any case, according to Harlow, there are two ways of understanding global law from the perspective of subsidiarity. 65 Either one sees global law as a centralizing factor not respecting national autonomy, and views pluralism and diversity as better options. 66 Or, one understands global law as an expression of pluralism by itself. 67 But, turning to Kant again, who famously said that centralization does not promote peace, it could perhaps be concluded that the very idea of global law is far-fetched. 68 More recently, Teubner stated that a world state as a new constitutional subject is a utopia, and a bad one too. 69 According to Teubner, the notion of global constitutional law functions best not as a unitary mission, but as a constitutional theory for conflict of laws. 70 This would then, in short, mimic Davies' view of pluralism: that it is all about finding the right balance as a 71 Davies argues that, not only national courts, but also the EU, is under an obligation to show mutual respect. Pluralism is part of this exercise in the sense that it insists on mutual understanding rather than advocating for an absolute conflict-solver template. One could therefore argue that "pluralism," from this perspective, is "milder" than the classic loyalty obligation under EU law-stipulated in Article 4(3) TEU-in that it does not always point in the direction of (more) EU law. 72 Consequently, if embracing "global pluralism," it could conceivably be questioned why subsidiarity as a legal concept is needed at all.
According to Howse and Nicolaides, the principle of subsidiarity is less interesting as a legal principle than as a multifaceted notion for rethinking European law in general. 73 Global governance law is seen as part of this process, in finding the right balance between centralization and decentralization. Be that as it may, we are still left without clear guidance on the question of how global law is reconcilable with subsidiarity, and more crucially, to what extent the different modes of governance and the debate on constitutionalism in contemporary European law and politics is all about ensuring good (global) governance. Global subsidiarity could then be seen as an expression of the enterprise of ensuring the proper balance and degree of transnational lawmaking.
As Held envisages, the striving for inclusiveness can be performed in conjunction with a respect for subsidiarity, where some issues, such as education or housing, would remain local while other issues, like environmental problems with trans-boundary effects, would be dealt with on the regional or global scale.
74 And yet, this seems increasingly similar to the classical effectiveness test on subsidiarity in mainstream EU constitutional law: where EU action must be, to put it simply, more effective than action at the national level. 75 The 71 Davies, supra note 53, at 281. 72 The classic example of the loyalty obligation is Case C-22/70, Comm'n v. main problem is that the subsidiarity principle is considered too political, and therefore is not applied in legal reasoning.
76 From this, one may conclude that global law is legally flawed in the sense that it does not fit an all-encompassing model. Nonetheless, it could be argued that the political nature of global law makes it extra suitable for subsidiarity monitoring. So the global arena should be reserved to what it can do best: the regulation of transnational law. It is here that subsidiarity could serve an important function.
The final two sections of the present article will look at security regulation and the protection of the environment as representing two divergent fields where the EU is either acting as a norm importer or a norm exporter. These two fields of law demonstrate, if not the entire concept of "global constitutional law," at least elements of it. By exploring these two case studies, this Article seeks to demonstrate that the merits of the EU as a norm importer or norm exporter depends to a large extent on what EU policies we are dealing with-a question of human rights or other common values such as the protection of the environment. The paper will also seek to demonstrate that, despite the Lisbon Treaty proclamation of values and due respect for democracy and human rights, the EU sometimes faces a revised scenario: That it imports values rather than exporting them.
D. The Example of Security: The EU as a Norm Importer
The area of security offers a good, although dangerous, example of the EU as a norm importer. In this area the EU has, to a large extent, copied the Council of Europe framework and applied it much further to the unique concept of the European area of freedom, security, and justice (AFSJ) . 77 Yet, the EU has used the international fora to extend global norms into the domestic setting. It is well-known that ever since the events of 11 September 2001, there has been a growing focus on security within the AFSJ.
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Article 67 TFEU-the portal provision of the AFSJ-proclaims that the Union shall not only constitute an AFSJ as such (as promised by title V of the TEU), but that it shall also endeavor to ensure to a high level of security. Therefore, the most important value here seems to be that of ensuring a high level of security. According to Article 67 TFEU, a high level of security is to be 76 [Vol. 13 No. 11 1240 G e r m a n L a w J o u r n a l achieved through the adoption of measures to prevent and combat crime, racism, and xenophobia; through measures of coordination and cooperation between police, judicial authorities, and other competent authorities; through the mutual recognition of judgments in criminal matters; and, if necessary, through the approximation of criminal laws.
However, as Zedner points out, one of the thorniest issues of security in the criminology framework is its governance. 79 This is particularly relevant in the EU context, where the question of how to adequately govern security while ensuring the protection of fundamental rights remains controversial. The Communication on the EU's CounterTerrorism Policy offers an example of the current strong security focus within the EU. However, the aforementioned instruments have been criticized from a human rights perspective. The communication focuses on effectiveness concerns coupled with the need to prevent, pursue, and protect. The prevention of crime via data collection offers another example of an instance where security issues come into conflict with the protection of human rights and personal information. 84 A further example of the European Union's strong security focus is a recent proposal for a directive allowing for the freezing and confiscation of crime proceeds in the 79 See, e.g., LUCIA ZEDNER, SECURITY (2009 jan/eu-com-dir-dp-leas-com-10-3-12.pdf. EU as Promoter of Values EU. 85 The primary justification given for these instruments is the need to keep up with the international movement, which is tough on crime in addition to being security dominated.
The suppression of money laundering and terrorist financing offers perhaps the best example of the EU as a norm importer. In this area the interaction between the EU and the United States in the framework for terrorist tracking system mechanisms, and passenger name record collection, has been very far-reaching. 86 Indeed, international measures for the prevention of organized crime have, for a long time, largely influenced the EU legal framework. The Financial Action Task Force (FATF) is a particularly significant actor in the global war against money laundering and an important trendsetter for the EU on these matters pursuant to its forty recommendations on money laundering.
87
In particular, the FATF has adopted a series of special recommendations specific to terrorist financing which have been largely incorporated into the EU's approach. More specifically, the EU's mandate was extended to cover not only money laundering, but also terrorist financing, in conjunction with the adoption of nine special recommendations by the FATF. The primary justification for extending EU powers has been the need to update EU law in light of the FATF. 88 A question of coherence between internal EU values, objectives, and standards and external action arises on a number of occasions: in instances where the European Union is exporting its own standards, when it cooperates on a perceived equal footing with third states, and when it is called to incorporate into its internal legal order standards agreed to by the EU in international organizations.
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The problem the EU faces with regards to its current approach to security is that it has adopted an uncritical "copycat" approach with regard to the international forum.
90 This is a dangerous path chosen as a minimum level of transparency and a strong preventive focus characterizes the FATF framework. 91 [Vol. 13 No. 11 1242 G e r m a n L a w J o u r n a l been the one-sided focus on prevention and enforcement, while the adequate protection of the individual has been largely ignored. Values in this context have been closely linked to the need to pursue preventive legislation. The use and implementation of values in this regard has become increasingly similar to that of risk regulation, where the external has become the internal.
While the EU's ambitions and norm setting are far more ambiguous in the area of security, and arguably too uncritical to the international trend setter, the protection of the environment offers a more delicate case whereby the EU should do more to impose its values.
E. The Example of the Environment: The EU as a Norm Entrepreneur
In the field of EU climate change, norms deal with environmental problems in general, as well as the manner in which global, common good problems are to be dealt with on the world stage. 92 The EU has often taken the lead in environmental protection measures. 93 Article 11 TFEU makes it clear that environmental protection requirements to promote sustainable development must be integrated into the definition and implementation of European Union policies and activities. The use of the precautionary principle is perhaps the most famous example of an EU norm-driven agenda in the environmental sphere. The EU applies this principle to justify action taken with risk, but on a subjective ground where a potential risk is likely, but where there is still no clear evidence of the risk at stake. 94 The precautionary principle has also had an impact on the external landscape, as well as the debate on genetically modified organisms (GMOs), 95 where the EU has actively promoted it. 96 While the principle guides EU environmental law, it has also become prominently enshrined in, for example, the Rio declaration and the United Nations's framework convention on climate change. 97 
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seriously, such an approach would require of the EU to produce a more developed narrative about what it is doing and why as well as explaining the normative basis underpinning its increasingly numerous trade supported policy demands.
112

F. Conclusion
This paper has attempted to conceptualize the question of the EU as a promoter of global values. The paper further discussed how this aspiration appears to form part of a more general debate on the future of Europe.
Indeed, if there are difficulties determining exactly what EU constitutionalism means within the EU legal architecture, 113 the debate is bound to become even more challenging on the global stage.
Firstly, the article set out to discuss what the EU values are (starting with the Treaty definitions) and secondly, how these values are promoted globally. The intention was to use the recent ETS case, where Article 3(5) of the TEU was giving freestanding value and as being crucial to the understanding of the relationship with international law and hence move on to discuss the normative framework for such a conceptualization. The paper assessed the EU's function as a promoter of values by looking at the broader normative and constitutional implications of such promotion, whilst trying to trace it in the context of global constitutionalism. In doing so, the paper took a step back: while acknowledging the importance of a discussion on the existence of the different strands of EU constitutionalism and why it matters, the paper suggested that the focus lie elsewhere, namely, the need for increased legitimacy and accountability, which remain a burning topic in the contemporary EU integration of policy and law. Therefore, the paper cautiously asked to what extent the debate is really about ensuring good global governance in its widest sense. In addition, the paper argued that it is exactly in this context that global constitutionalism could make a valid contribution as an aid for visualizing the need for such a discussion. While the search for the meaning and purpose of the EU, and its action on the global scale, is an ongoing process, naming that process and the problems it causes is part of the journey.
Finally, the paper tentatively looked at the feasibility of the EU becoming a successful actor on the global scene. In doing so, the paper focused on the environment and global security regulation by asking some difficult questions. Specifically it asked to what extent is the EU not active enough in safeguarding and promoting its values? Conversely, should the EU safeguard its own integrity with regard to the external sphere? It was argued that the protection of the environment offers an example of a 112 Scott, supra note 105. 113 See, e.g., ARMIN VON BOGDANDY & JÜRGEN BAST, PRINCIPLES OF EUROPEAN CONSTITUTIONAL LAW (2nd ed. 2010).
